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successful is he in his treatment of the poet and the philosopher of egotism, Ibsen 
and Frederick Nietzsche (pp. 153-357), although even here his criticisms are worthy 
of attention. Owing to the extent of his discussions, it is impossible to give in a brief 
space anything like an exact idea of the results of Nordau's analysis. But a few 
words with regard to Ibsen will indicate his chief conclusions. 

According to Nordau, Ibsen is not a full-fledged specimen of psychosis, but 
only an inhabitant of the border-lands, a mattoid, who as a poet possesses no other 
genius than the technical virtuosity of fitting his productions to the stage. In addi- 
tion to the stigmata of egotism are also to be found in this man, marks of a patho- 
logical mysticism ; but upon the whole he must be classed among the egotists and 
not among the mysticists. 

In the first place, owing to his defective nervous constitution, Ibsen has only 
very imperfectly comprehended the external world, and deserves, therefore, by no 
means the title of realist. Nor can anything like a scientific foundation for his 
dramas be admitted, although superficial critics have asserted such. Furthermore, 
the material which he derives from the outer order of things is not properly digested ; 
he is wanting in clearness concerning his own feelings and thought, and lacks cor- 
rect judgments of the external world. Comparison of his various works discloses a 
striking poverty of thought. The flow of his thoughts often halts, and in such ex- 
tremities obscure, apparently profound, but in reality nonsensical circumlocutions 
are resorted to. The religious impressions of his youth are retained, but are not 
harmonised with his new sphere of thought. Although he puts himselfcup as a free- 
thinker, three religious notions constantly enter his thoughts and act like fixed ideas : 
heredity, sin, confession, and self-sacrifice or redemption. He is also often guilty 
of a nonsensical symbolism. As he has not correctly comprehended and judged the 
world, but is a strongly emotional and impulsive nature, he is in a constant state of 
revolt against everything that exists. He does not undertake any rational criticism 
of the existing order of things ; he does not show, for instance, what is bad or what 
might be made better : no, he simply casts upon it the one reproach that it exists. 
He is a theorising anarchist whose teachings teem with self-contradictions — "a 
malignant, misanthropic Faselhans." C. U. 

Ernst Platner und Kant's Kritik der reinen Vernunft, mit besonderer Be- 
rucksichtigung von Tetens und Aenesidemus. By Dr. Arthur Wreschner. 
Leipsic: C. E. M. Pfeffer. 1893. Price, 2 M., 50 Pf. 
In 1889 the philosophical faculty of the University of Berlin proposed the ques- 
tion of Ernst Platner's scientific relation to Kant as the subject for a prize disserta- 
tion. The present treatise of Dr. Wreschner was one of those which this offer 
called forth. It includes also a special consideration of Tetens and Aenesidemus. 
Platner, says Dr. Wreschner, was not an original thinker, and, by his own confes- 
sion, made no pretension to originality. He is rather to be regarded as an eclectic, 
something after the style of Leibnitz. He brought together from all quarters what 
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he deemed best and most serviceable for the construction of an independent system. 
Only in his case Leibnitz's genius was lacking. Of the three dominant schools at 
Platner's time — the rationalistic, the empirical, and sceptical — Leibnitz and Kant 
were the representatives of the first, Gottlob Ernst Schulze (Aenesidemus) of the 
third, and Tetens of the second. After that of Leibnitz and Kant, Tetens's in- 
fluence on Platner is greatest. A consideration of the philosophies of all these men, 
therefore, is incorporated by Dr. Wreschner in his book. 

Platner being admittedly an unoriginal thinker, and one who has not contrib- 
uted any prominent feature to the physiognomy of the world's thought, it might be 
remarked that learned and laborious discussions of his relations to contemporary 
philosophers are a waste of time and mental energy, But this is not Dr. Wresch- 
ner's opinion. According to him, it is only by a study of the average minds of an 
age that its true character and tendencies can be determined ; in fact, without this 
help, even its foremost minds cannot be justly estimated. pnpx. 

Philosophy and Political Economy in Some of Their Historical Relations. 
By James Sonar, M. A,, LL. D. London : Swan Sonnenschein & Co. New 
York : Macmillan & Co. 1893. 

The work of the Library of Philosophy is rapidly pushing forward. Besides 
Erdmann's general work on the ' ' History of Philosophy " three other historical 
treatises have now been published, dealing respectively with ethics, theology, and 
{the present work) economics. A long list is marked as "in preparation," among 
them, on this subject, being "The History of Political Philosophy," by Mr. D. G. 
Ritchie, whose work, " Darwin and Hegel," is reviewed in this Monist. 

Dr. Bonar's work, a contribution to the second series of the library, or the de- 
partment which treats of the history of particular theories, is a portly, well-indexed 
volume of four hundred and ten pages, the publishers' work of which is excellent, 
and which the author has much increased in value by adding an introduction, a 
summary, and a good table of contents. Dr. Bonar's work in the proportions in 
which it is here undertaken, is a new and unattempted one, only monographs, lim- 
ited to special periods, having hitherto been written on this subject. The idea of 
the book — that of tracing the connexions of economical and philosophical ideas 
throughout the whole of their history — was suggested to Dr. Bonar by a remark of 
Prof. Adolph Wagner of Berlin. 

The author first takes up Ancient Philosophy, and deals with Plato, Aristotle, 
the Stoics and Epicureans, and Christianity, treating of the idea of wealth, produc- 
tion and distribution, and civil society in these systems. The characteristic of An- 
cient Philosophy in this respect is that the ancient philosophers treated more fully 
of economical topics than modern philosophers do, the reason being that the two 
disciplines, philosophy and economics, were originally not separated. But although 
subsequently direct economic discussion occupies a proportionately smaller space in 
philosophical works, on the other hand the consideration of the philosophical roots 



